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TO ALL SACS
~ FRON DIRECTOR
~ SEMATE SELECT COMWITTEE ON INTELLIGENGE ACTIVITIES
SENATOR FRANK CHURCH, CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE SELECT
COMMITTEE TO STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH RESPECT TO
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES HAS MADE AN INITIAL REQUEST FOR INFORMATION
FROM THE FBI. AMONG THE ITENMS REQUESTED IS A BREAKDOUN OF
FIELD AGENT PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO INTERNAL SECURITY AND
COUNTERINTELLIGENCE MATTERS. '
ACCORDINGLY, WITHIN FOUR EIGHT HOURS EACH SAC SHOULD SUTEL
T0 FBIHQ, ATTENTION: BUDGET AND ACCOUNTING SECTION, SETTING FORTH
SEPARATELY THE NUMBER OF SACS, ASACS, SUPERVISORS AND AGENTS ASSIGHED
'T0, INTERNAL SECURITY AND COUNTERINTELLIGENCE WATTERS. PERCENTAGES
OF AN AGENTS- TIME, WHEN NOT ASSIGNED FULL-TIME TO THESE ACTIVITIES,
SHOULD BE USED IF APPROPRIATE, PARTICULARLY IN THE SUPERVISORY
CATEGORIES. . THIS INFORMATION SHOULD BE BROKEN DOWN SEPARATELY
BETUEEN INTERVAL SECURITY AND COUNTERINTELLIGENGE: YOUR RESPONSE SHOULD

BE LIMITED TO. AGENT PERSONNEL ONLY. - /
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Transmit the following in - PLA INTEXT
(Type in plaintext or code)
Via TELETYPE NITEL
(Priority) m
________________________________________________ LA e
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI
FROM: SAC, PITTSBURGH (62-NEW)

Af?ENTION: BUDGET AND ACCOUNTING SECTION
SEé%TE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES.
" REBUNITEL MARCH 24, 1975. S |

THERE ARE 110 SPECIAL AGENTS AséinED TO THE PITTSBURGH
OFFICE (75 HEADQUARTERS CITY AGENTS, 35 RESIDENT AGENTS (RAS).

ONE SUPERVISOR ASSIGNED COUNTERINTELLIGENCE (CI) FULL TIME,
ONE SUPERVISOR ASSIGNED INTERNAL SECURITY (IS) FULL TIME.

11 HEADQUARTERS AGENTS ASSIGNED CI FULL TIME AND 7 HEAD-
QUARTERS AGENTS ASYGNED IS FULL TIME,

RESIDENT AGENT ASSIGNMENTS AS FOLLOWS:
PERCENT IS

6 RAS 2 PERCENT CI 5 RAS 2
3 RAS 3 PERCENT CI 2 RAS 3 PERCENT IS
3 RAS 5 PERCENT CI 1 RA 4 PERCENT IS )
2 RAS 6 PERCENT CI 2 RAs 5 PERCENT IS, q%
3 RAS 7 PERCENT CI 1 RA 7 PERCENT IS
2 RAS 8 PERCENT CI 2 RAs 11 PERCENT IS
j 1 RA 25 PERCENT CI 1 RA 12 PERCENT IS
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Via
(Priority)
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PAGE TWO
1 RA 16 PERCENT IS
1 RA 24 PERCENT IS
1 RA 28 PERCENT IS
THE ABOVE PERCENTAGE ESTIMATES WERE ARRIVED AT BY COMPARING
THE NUMBER OF CI AND IS CASES WITH THE TOTAL CASE LOAD OF EACH RA,.
Approved: Sent M Per
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- By William §af1r

WASHINGON, Nov. 3°~On Oct. 10,
1963, the then-Attornéy General of the
“United States put his personal signa-
}&ure on a documejit that launched znd

iegitimatized one of the most horren-
| doue abuses of Federal police power in
- this century.

- In Senator Frank Church’s subcom-
- mittee hearing room this week, the
~authorized wiretapping and subse-
- quent unauihorized bugging and at-
- tempted blackmailing of Martin Luther
- King Jr. is being gingerly examined,
- with the “investigation” conducted in
such a way as not to unduly em-
barrass officials of the Kennedy or
- Johnson Administrations.
~ With great care, the committee has
- focused on the F.B.I Yesterday, when»
the commitlee counsel first set forth
the result of shuffling through press
clips, it seemed as if no Justice De- §
- partment had existed in 1962; today,’
an F.B.I. witness pointed out that it
- was Robert Kennedy who authorized
‘the wiretap of Dr. King, and that “the
President of the United States and the
Attorney General specifically discussed
their concern of Communist influence
with Dr. King.”
" But the Church commitiee showed
no zest for getting further to the Ken-
- nedy root of this precedent to Water-
gate eavesdropping. If Senator Church
- were willing to let the chips fali where
" they may, he would call some knowl-
edgeable witnesses into the glare of
the camera lights and ask them some
questions thpt have gone unasked for
thirteen years.

For example, he could call Nicholas
Katzenbach, Atlorney General Ken-
nedy’s deputy and successor, and ask
what he knows of the Kennedy de-

-~ cision to witetap Dr. King. Who at
. Justice concurred in the recommenda-
- tion? How does the F.B.I. know the 4
President was consulled or informed?
After Mr. Katzenbach assumed of-
fice, and the wirctapping continued,
he was told by angry newsmen that
. the FB.L was leaking scurrilous in-
' formation about Dr. King. Whyv did ha
wait for four months, and for a thou-
sand telephonic interceptions, to dis-
continue the officizlly aporoved tap?

Of ccurse, this sost af testimon
would erode Senator Church’s political
base, That is why we do not see for-
mer Assistant F.B.I. direcior Cartha
(Dekej Deloach, Lvndon Johnsonw's
personal contact with the F.B.I. in the
witness chair. What did Presicent
Johnson know ahout the character-
assaseination plot and when did he
know itz What conversations took
blace between his. Deloach and Presi-

' dent Johnson on the tapping of Dr.
King, or about the use of the F.B.J. in
auy other inlrusions into the lives of
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"‘he committee is not askmg embar—
rassing questions even when answers
are readily available. A couple of

.weeks ago, at an open hearing, an

F.B.I. man inadvertently started to
blurt out an episode about newsmen
who were weritapping in 1962 with,
the apparent knowleage of Altorne\;
General Kennedy. The too-willing wit»
ness was promptly shooshed into sl
lence, and told that such informatiost
would be developed only in executive
session. Nohody raised an eyebrow.
That pattern ot containment by the
Church committee is vividly shown by
the handling of the buggings at the

1964 Republican and Democratic con-,

ESSAY
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ventions which were ordered by Lyn-
don Johnson. Such invasions of politi-
cal headquarters were worse than the
crime committed at Watergate, since
they involved the use of the F.B.IL,
but the Chiurch investigators seem to
be determined not to probe too deeply.

If F.B.I. documents say that reporis
were made to specific Johnson aides,
why are those men not given the
same opportunity to publicly tell their
story so avidly given the next Presi-
dent’s men? If Lyndon Johnson com-
mitted this impeachable high crime of
using the F.B.I. to spy on political
opponents, who can be brought for-'
ward to tell us all about it?

But that would cause embarrass-
ment to Democrats, and Senator
Church wants to embarrass profes-
sional employees of
agencies only. A new sense of Con-
gressional decorum exists, far from
the sense of outrage expressed in the
Senate Waiergate committee’s hear-
ing room. When it is revealed that the
management of NBC News gave press
credentials to L.B.J.’s spies at the 1964

convention, everybody blushes demure-,
j—and nobody demands io knowf

which nerwork cxecutive made \Vhdt
decision under what pressure.

I have been haranguing patien
readers for years about the doubje
standard appiied to Democratic
Republican political crimes, and
hoped the day would come \vher; the
bardba:l precescents set by the Ken-
nedy ard Johnson men would bé laid
before the public in damning detail.

Obviousty. Demecrat Frank Churci
is not the man to do it. His. jowl-
shaking indignation is all too selec-
tive; the trail of high-level responsi-
bility tor the crimes commmed iZainst
Dr. King and othees is evidently going
to be ailowed to conl.

Pity, You'd thipiz that after all the
nation has Leen tnrough in the past
few years, pur political leaders would
have learned that tue one thing that
brings yo'e down is uie act of cover-
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0-7 (Rev. 12-1
TO: SAC:

[} Aibany

73 Alvuquerque
1 Aluxndria
i} Anchorage

v {CJ Atlanta

© (] Baltimore

i_] Bitmingham

[ Boston

) Buffalo

1 Butte

{] Churlotte

(1 Chicago

{1 Cincinnati

© 3 Cleveland

' [J Columbia

{Copies to Offices Checked)

Ity
~

{1 Houslon

[ lndianapolis

1 dackson

] Jacksonville

1 Kansas City

{1 Knoxville

[T Las Vegas

[} Little Rock

{T] Los Angeles
Louisville

] Memphis

1 Miami

] Milwaukee

1.} Minneapolis

"7} Mobile

~ <.

] Oklahema City
Omala .

[} Philadelphia

fouenix

Pittsburgh

[ Portland

(] Richmond

1 Sacramento

™ St. Louis -

] Salt Lake City

] San Antonio

{] San Diego

] San Francisco

{1 San Juan

] Savannah

TO LEGAT:
4 Beirad

1 Bem

Y Baen

["] Brasilia

{ ) Buenrus Aires
[} Caracas

[ ! Hongz Kong
™1 London

1 Madrid

T 1 Manila

[ Mexico City
[ ] Ouawa

[ ) Pariz

i} Roae

1 Singepore

o [ Dadus Newark [ Seattie ] Tel Aviv
1 Denver New Haven Springficld Tolkz
! % Detroit % New Orleans 5 Tig‘n?xzm ] Fokyo
: El Paso {71 New York City [_] Washington Field
I Honolulu {1} Norfoik {_} Quantico
| .
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T} The enclosed is for your information. Tf use

<€ i a-fubure veport, [77) Copy
sources, [} paraphrase contents. .

M I.i‘,n(-l(?sed are corrected pages from report off SA i -
date .

Remarks: By reouting slip dated 12/30/75 and
captioned as above, all SACs and Legats were
furnished a copy of the transcript of Mr.
Kelley's 12/10/75 appearance hefore the

Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
Activities. Although the data contained in
the transcript may be made available to news
media representatives, used in answering
questions received from citizens, and other-
wise treated as being of a public-source nature,
the transcript itself should not be reproduced

for, or given to, anycne outside the FBI.
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